The following paragraphs were inadvertently omitted from the results section. The end of that section should read:
(page 162)...More importantly, correlated contrast modulation still produced greater coherence compared to the uncorrelated case even when the two gratings differed in contrast.
Contrast modulation of a drifting grating introduces additional temporal frequencies in the stimulus, besides those associated with the smooth drift rate. Because the contrast modulations were purposefully random, the fluctuations in temporal frequency were also random. In the case of our two-component plaid, random contrast modulations effectively modulate the length (but not the direction) of the component vectors, and these random fluctuations in vector length could be perceived as irregularities in speed, or motion 'jerkiness.' For uncorrelated contrast modulations, the changes in vector length would differ for the two components and, therefore, possibly complicate the grouping process. But why would irregular, jerky motion that is correlated among components increase perceived coherence, the result we obtained? One might argue that correlated jerkiness leads the visual system intelligently to deduce that the jerky components belong to the same object.
To test this possibility, we created a plaid consisting of two components that did not modulate in contrast. In two conditions, we explicitly selected a new drift-rate every 40 ms from a set of seven ranging from 4-8 Hz; this caused motion to appear jerky. In one of these conditions, the random fluctuations in drift-rate were correlated, and in the other they were uncorrelated. In a third condition, the component gratings drifted smoothly at a constant rate of 6 Hz throughout the observation period. Observers again tracked periods of global coherence during 60-second observation periods. Jerky motion had no effect on perceived coherence, which was equivalent for all three conditions. Accordingly, we conclude that jerkiness is not responsible for the increased coherence produced by correlated contrast modulations.
In addition, the penultimate sentence in the legend to Fig. 4b was inadvertently omitted. The corrected legend should read: 
. (b)
The experiment shown in (a) was repeated in a slice in which CA3 bursting was induced by tetanic stimulation of the CA3 pyramidal cell layer. The average interburst interval in this preparation was 13 seconds, which permitted longer delays between the end of a burst and glutamate application. As in (a), glutamate application at delays closer to the interburst interval triggered a burst more rapidly, but the initial response to glutamate was unchanged (inset). In this cell, bursts triggered calcium escape spikes. Glutamate was applied after every fourth burst in (b) and (c). 
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